APPENDIX IV
Pontefract, on the same day that Hastings suffers in London (ill iv. 49, 50, etc.) Ratcliff is thus in two widely distant places at once, Pontefract being 179 miles by road from London* The discrepancy would not be noticed by a casual spectator of the play, who would see each scene complete in itself, and would not remember details of place and time. But we cannot imagine Shakespeare making the mistake wilfully, If he did it involuntarily, he would have found it out on revising the play,
Theobald retained Catesby, as Qq had laid down the part, in III. v. In III. iv, he read " Lovel and Catesby, look that it be done/' This is in accordance with the stage-directions of Qq, which assign III iv. 96, 97 to Catesby and ill. iv, 104 to LoveL But in Ff, IIL iv. 96, 97 are given to Ratcliff.
* To alter Ff reading substantially would be, as the Cambridge editors jx>int out, to take liberties with the text It is a great improvement on Qq in the point of metre and rhythm* Thus, in the absence of any indication of a satisfactory alternative, Ratcliff must be kept in both passages. It is noticeable that, in III. iv., he speaks only two lines, which might well be given to Lovel; while, in IIL v., he says nothing, and is not included in Gloucester's instructions at the end of the scene, Both in Qq and Ff, Lovel alone is necessary to Hastings' execution. 'The chroniclers make no specific mention of the ministers employed to carry out this sentence. It is not likely that Catesby would have taken an active part in it. He bad been Hastings' trusted servant; and, in a play so rhetorical as this, he hardly would have been allowed to die without some word of reproach to the traitor who bids him make haste that tbe duke may have his dinner.
The only possible conclusion seems to be that, at Hi fc 80, Shakespeare wrote "Ratcliffe" in a moment of foigetfiilness! and continued the error in IIL v.; that, on the stage^ tine mistake in IIL iv, was recognised, and, in IIL vn the parts were cut down from motives of economy; that Qq reproduced te alteration; and that Ff, correcting the misplaceinGfit of ttse lines and the rough prose of Qq, returned, in this case to the earlier reading, in spite of its drawback